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RECORD OF INVESTIGATION. 

On 15/3/35, Post Office Inerector Chang Kwang Shu 
VIZ #72) mame to this Station; and stated that informa-— 

tion had been received by the Post Office to the effect 
Bie rg ts that the tran sp or #” company known aa Zung Kyi Traneporta- ; 
rate Leta ott: tion Hong (£46,948 7) 365 Kiukieng Road, was accepting ' 

2h bf6%,, Clexxcpeore letters for delivery in outports. As a result of this. 
hoo dete — | infomation CoD-Bs 117 was detailed together vi th private 
~ a detective Tsang Ying 8 (7Z£7< ) employed by the Post 
Office, to make up & parcel containing a pair of lady*s 
shoes addvessed to Hr. Feng Ching Ho, Hsi Shing Osh, T 


Kee, nine Pt EGS and also & separate 
letter addressed to the same person. ‘The reason for the } 
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percel being that it was hoped that it wowld disarm 
suspicion. 

At 3030 pemes 15/5/35, CoDeSe 127 accampanied Teang 
Ying S, aforesaid, to outside Kiukiang Road, and saw the. 


latter enter that addrens with the parcel] and letter. A 
few minutec later witness Taang Ying S came aut of the 
above address and stated that the Zung Kyi hong which is 
lLesated inside sume, accented both the paroel and letter 
and charged 20 cents (small) and 20 coppers for deliver- 
ing the two articles. Private arrangements were previ cus- 
ly made between P.0. Inspector Chang Kwang Shu and the 
addressee, whereby the latter agreed to fcrward both tr 
parcel and letter to Ghangha’ should same be delivered 
for the purpose of producing same as evidence. On 1a 
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| 35, the parcel was forwarded to P.U. Inspector Chang, 


aforesaid, together with a letter in which Feng Ching Ho 


stated that when the delivery agency's coolie in Ningpo, 


delivered the parcel, he produced the envelope of the 
letter sent together with the parcel, and asked the 


addressee to affix his chop to the envelope as evidence 3 
that he had received delivery of the parcel. Feng Ching j 
Ho asked the delivery coolie regarding the contents of 4 
the envelope and was informed by the latter that letters i 
were no longer delivered by his company. Feng Ching Ho f 
then asked to be given delivery of the envelope but the 


avyavg yan 


soolie refused to let him have it. On 23/3/55, called 
7 


.. eivdence that the parcel and letter had been delivered 
Vorare g2o- but he was merely told that the parcel had been delivered 
and refused production of the envelope. 


> at the Kiukiang Road, and asked for the envelopes as 
{ 


It is respectfully suggested that the opinion of the 
L Meads be asked as to whether there is sufficient evidence 
“available to justify action by summons against Zung Kyi 
Hongs ie@e the evidence of accepting the letter for 
delivery without evidence of delivery. It may be men- 
tioned that P.O. Inspector Chang stated that the addre~ 
. | oo | gsee Feng Ching Ho could rot be persuaded to come Shangh 
to testify.- 
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